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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Pokladnik et. al., US 4438817. 

Regarding claim 1, Pokladnik discloses: 

A subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device (12), comprising a guide member 
(piping structure of Fig. 1) operative to guide subsea equipment that is to be landed and 
connected to said device (12) into a connecting position in relation to said device (12), 
wherein said at least one guide member comprises an array of generally vertically 
extending projections (36, 37, 38, 39) operative to engage corresponding recesses 
(bottom of 81, 82, 83, 84) arranged in a corresponding guide member (top of Fig. 3) of 
the subsea equipment (column 5 lines 50-53). 

Regarding claim 2, each projection (36, 37, 38, 39) has a tapered end portion 

(Fig. 1). 
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Regarding claim 3, the projections project in a generally vertical direction when in 
an operative position (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 15, the projections (36, 37, 38, 39) are arranged 
circumferentially around a center axis of the guide member (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 16, the projections (36, 37, 38, 39) are evenly angularly 
distributed around a center axis of the guide member (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 17, the device (12) is a base device that is to be located on the 
sea bottom (column 3 lines 4-5). 

Regarding claim 18, the device (12) defines a well template and wherein the 
equipment to be seated thereon comprises a Christmas tree (22). 

3. Claims 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Zaremba, US 4174011. 

Regarding claim 5, Zaremba discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation 
device (16), comprising: 
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A guide member (40) operative to guide subsea equipment (22) that is to be 
landed and connected to said device into a connecting position in relation to said device 
(16), wherein said at least one guide member (40) comprises an array of recesses (93) 
operative to engage corresponding generally vertically extending projections (90) 
arranged at a corresponding guide member (80) of the subsea equipment (22) to be 
connected thereto (column 5 lines 5-8), such that a plurality of the projections are 
engaged by each of the at least one guide member. 

Regarding claim 6, the guide member (40) comprises a hollow body, the inner 
periphery of which defines a truncated cone, said recesses (93) being provided in the 
wall of said body (Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 7, the hollow body defines a funnel, the recesses (93) being 
provided in the wall of the funnel (Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 8, the projections or recesses (93) are arranged 
circumferentially around a center axis of the guide member (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 9, the projections or recesses (93) of an individual guide 
member (40) are evenly angularly distributed around a center axis of the guide member 

(Fig. 5). 
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Regarding claim 10, the device (16) is a base device that is to be located on the 
sea bottom (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 11, the device (16) defines a well template (Fig. 1) and the 
equipment to be seated thereon comprises a blow out preventer (column 1 lines 56-57). 

Regarding claim 12, the device (16) comprises a plurality of guide members 
(reference number 40 in Fig. 2), one for each well or drill hole. 

4. Claims 5, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cunningham et al., US 5992526. 

Regarding claim 5, Cunningham discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation 
device (Fig. 1) comprising: 

A guide member (20) operative to guide subsea equipment (30) that is to be 
landed and connected to said device (Fig. 1) into a connecting position in relation to 
said device (Fig. 1), wherein said at least one guide member (20) comprises an array of 
recesses (26) operative to engage corresponding generally vertically extending 
projections (32) arranged at a corresponding guide member (bottom of 30) of the 
subsea equipment (30) to be connected thereto (column 5 lines 5-8), such that a 
plurality of the projections (32) are engaged by each of the at least one guide member 
(20). 
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Regarding claim 7, Cunningham discloses the device comprising a hollow body 
(Fig. 1), the inner periphery of which defining a truncated cone (24), and the hollow 
body defining a funnel (24), the recesses (26) provided in the wall of the funnel (24). 

Regarding claim 13, the device defines a Christmas tree (10). 

5. Claim 1 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hopper, US 5085277. 

Regarding claim 1, Hopper discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device 
(17), comprising: at least one guide member (surrounding 17) operative to guide subsea 
equipment (25) that is to be landed and connected to said device (17) into a connecting 
position in relation to said device, wherein said at least one guide member comprises an 
array of generally vertically extending projections (27), operative to engage 
corresponding recesses (bottom of 28) arranged in a corresponding guide member (28) 
of the subsea equipment (25), such that a plurality of the projections (27) are engaged 
by the corresponding guide member. 

Regarding claim 19, the device (17) defines a blow out preventer (column 4 lines 

47-48). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pokladnik et al., US 4438817, in view of Rytlewski et al., US 6231265. 

Pokladnik discloses a device as described above. Pokladnik fails to disclose 
each projection comprising an outer layer of a low-friction material, preferably a 
polymer, and most preferably poly-tetra-fluor-ethylene. 

Like Pokladnik, Rytlewski discloses mating subsea devices, including a first 
component having a projection (112) for insertion into a recess (64) of a second 
component (column 4 lines 9-11). Unlike Pokladnik, Rytlewski discloses coating the 
surface of the projection (112) with a low-friction material (claim 4), the low-friction 
material being polymer poly-tetra-fluor-ethylene (column 4 lines 25-27) (claims 21 and 
22). 

Given the suggestion in Rytlewski, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the device of Pokladnik as taught in Rytlewski to minimize 
friction between the two components so that maintenance and repair costs due to 
damage and wear are reduced. 
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8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cunningham et al., US 5992526, in view of Peterman et al., US 6325159. 

Cunningham discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device as described 
above, including a device defining a Christmas tree (10) comprising a guide member 
(20) provided for the purpose of engaging corresponding projections (32) arranged at a 
corresponding guide member (30) of the subsea equipment to be connected thereto 
(column 5 lines 5-8). Cunningham fails to disclose an alternative device, such as a 
pump or separator, as the subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device. 

Like Cunningham, Peterman discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation 
device (40), in this case comprising a guide member with a recess (112) for engaging a 
corresponding projection (115) arranged at a corresponding guide member (bottom of 
42) of the subsea equipment to be connected thereto (42). Unlike Cunningham, 
Peterman discloses the device (40) defining a mud pump (102). 

Given the suggestion in Peterman, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to include the mud pump subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device (40) of 
Peterman in addition to the arrangement of Cunningham, because pumps are 
commonly known pieces of subsea equipment that are removably connected with 
recesses to improve the efficiency of installation. 

9. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hopper, 
US 5085277, in view of Pokladnik et al., US 4438817. 
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Hopper discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device (17) as described 
above, including a blow out preventer (17) containing a guide member having 
projections (27) for engaging recesses in a corresponding guide member of a piece of 
subsea equipment (25). Hopper fails to disclose using an alternative piece of equipment 
to a blowout preventer for engaging a corresponding guide member of a piece of 
subsea equipment. 

Like Hopper, Pokladnik discloses a subsea oil and/or gas exploitation device on 
which equipment is landed and connected. Unlike Hopper, Pokladnik includes a 
separator package (25) with upwardly extending projections (104, 105, 106, 107) 
analogous to those shown in the device of Hopper. 

Given the teaching in Hopper, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to include the separator package (25) of Pokladnik in the device of Hopper 
because the separator package (25) has an analogous guide member and projection 
structure as the blowout preventer (Hopper; 17) in Hopper, and separators are common 
pieces of subsea equipment that are often placed above of below other types of 
wellhead equipment for more efficient subsea production. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 1/23/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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The applicant has argued that the examiner's 102(b) rejection of claims 1-3 and 
15-18 in view of Pokladnik was improper because Pokladnik does not disclose a 
structure that includes a guide member that includes a plurality of projections and 
further does not disclose that a plurality of the projections are engaged by a single guide 
member. However, the examiner finds that the structure 12 having a guide member 
(vertical projections extending from 12, see bottom of Fig. 3) having projections 38, 39, 
40 and 41 engaged by recesses in 81, 82, 83 and 84 which are connected to guide 
member 22 reads on these limitations. The rejection of the previous office action has 
therefore been repeated. 

The applicant has also argued that the examiner's 102(b) rejection of claims 5-12 
in view of Zaremba was improper because Zaremba does not disclose a structure that 
includes at least one guide member that includes an array of recesses operative to 
engage corresponding generally vertically extending projections and further does not 
disclose that a plurality of the projections are engaged by one guide member. However, 
the examiner finds that the structure of Fig. 5 comprising guide member 40 having an 
array of recesses 93 operative to engage corresponding generally vertically extending 
projections 90 arranged at a corresponding guide member 80 reads on these 
limitations. The rejection of the previous office action has therefore been repeated. 

The applicant has argued that the examiner's 102(b) rejection of claims 5, 7, and 
1 3 in view of Cunningham was improper because Cunningham does not disclose a 
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structure that includes at least one guide member that includes an array of recesses 
operative to engage corresponding generally vertically extending projections, and 
further does not disclose that a plurality of the projections are engaged by each guide 
member. However, the examiner finds that the guide member 20 comprising an array 
of recesses 26 operative to engage corresponding generally vertically extending 
projections 32 arranged at a corresponding guide member at the bottom of 30 reads on 
those limitations. The rejection of the previous office action has therefore been 
repeated. 

The applicant has further argued that the examiner's 102(b) rejection of claims 1 
and 19 in view of Hopper was improper because Hopper does not disclose a structure 
that includes a guide member that includes a plurality of projections, and that Hopper 
further fails to disclose that a plurality of the projections are engaged by a single guide 
member. However, the examiner finds that one guide member surrounding 17 
comprises an array of generally vertically extending projections 27, operative to engage 
corresponding recesses at the bottom of 28 arranged in a corresponding guide member 
28 of the subsea equipment 25, such that a plurality of the projections 27 are engaged 
by the corresponding guide member. The rejection of the previous office action has 
therefore been repeated. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 14, and 20, the examiner has repeated the 
103(a) rejections of the previous office action. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Toni Newville whose telephone number is (571) 272 - 
1548. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas B. Will can be reached on (571) 272-6998. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Toni Newville 
March 27, 2006 



/ THOMAS B.WILL 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 



